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CGIAR 1992 Financial Report 
The CGIAR Secretariat reports annually on the financial performance of the CGIAR 
in the preceding year, based on f&ancial statements made available by centers. More 
detailed information on each center’s operations is also available in the annual audited 
statements. The present report does not assess centers’ achievements or performance from a’ 
substantive point of view. That is the subject of centers’ annual program and budget 
presentations and their annual reports. 
In 1991, four new centers joined the system. Three of these were already operating 
organizations: the International Center for Research in Agroforestry (ICI&W), the 
International Irrigation Management Institute (MIMI), and the International Network for the 
Improvement of 3anana and Plantain (INBAR). In 1991 the CGIAR also agreed to create a 
forestry center, the Center for International Forestry Research (CIFOR). The last center to 
join the system, the International Center for Living Aquatic Resources Management 
(ICLARM), was admitted in May 1992. This group of centers is referred to in this report as 
“expansion centers”. 
This report provides comprehensive 1992 financial information for eighteen Centers, 
that is, the 13 pre-expansion centers, and the five expansion centers. Although CIFOR did 
not operate as a legal entity .in 1992, funds provided by the donors for forestry activities are 
shown as contributions to CIFOR. 
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Section I below summarizes and highlights the main events of the CGIAR 1992 
financial year. Section II analyzes the 1992 financial contributions to CGIAR, while 
Section III deals %ith 1992 centers’ expenses. Finally, Section IV presents financial data on 
the CGIAR as a corporate entity. 
1. Hid-~li~hti - Svstem Sumrnan 
Financial resources (core program grants, complementary program grants, and other 
income) available to the 18 CGIAR centers in 1992 totalled $334.9 million’/. 
Of these total resources, $3 18.6 million was applied for centers’ operational program 
activities, - including depreciation, $7.4 million was applied towards acquisition of new 
capital assets (not subject to depreciation), and $9 million was allocated to operating, capital, 
and other similar funds. 
More detailed information on all centers’ sources and applications is shown in Table 
I-l and Table I-2 in Annex I; Chart 1 below summarizes the resource data in terms of 
Sources and Uses of Funds. 
Chan I. CGIAR 1992 Resource Summary - All Cenrers 
‘/ Total resources avaiIable for core program support amount to 3267.4 million, of which 
S247.3-million was in the form of grants to core programs. 
- 
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The percentage of complementary program funding shown in the chart above is higher 
than that of the applications to compiementary operations. This is because compIementary 
program funding was used in part for capital acquisitions and, in part, in the form of 
overhead contributions to compensate core operations’. 
Core program grants were suppiemented in late 1992 by $1.9 million advanced from 
the World Bank’s 1993 funding allocation for the CGIAR, This became necessary as an 
unexpected reduction in donor contributions in the last two months of 1992 had to be met to 
avoid disrupting center expenditure plans. This advance is not considered 1992 income for 
the system. 
Rre-Exoansion Centers: 
For the 13 pre-expansion centers, total resources available for programs in 1992 
were S299.4 million (see Table I-l), i.e., 3% below the 1991 level of $309.5 million. 
To&l 1992 grants from donors (including the advance of 1993 World 3ank funds) for 
pre-expansion centers were approximately S 1 million lower than the 1991 figure (which 
included stabilization fund contributions). Significant increases in complementary program 
grants failed to offset a decline in core pro,mm grants. Self-generated income was slightly 
higher in 1992. 
Core program grants in 1992 reduced by over $11 million (nearly 5 %) from the 
1991 level. Complementary program grants, on the other hand, increased by nearly $6 
million from the 199 1 level. 
Exotision Centers: 
For the expansion centers, total resources available for programs in 1992 were $35.4 
million, of w’hich $33.5 million was from donor grants and $1.9 million from other income.’ 
Since the expansion centers had not previousIy categorized their programs into core and 
complementary components, it is not possible to calculate the changes in funding on that 
disaggregated basis. However, in 1992 core program grants accounted for 80% of expansion 
centers’ donor funding. 
Chart 2 illustrates historical trends in grant funding of core and compIementaq 
programs for CGIAR centers. The period 1989-9 1 reflects support for 13 centers; for 1992 
all grants for 18 centers are included in the core funding total. It should be noted that the 
chart below includes grants only and thus does not reflect total available resources as defined 
earlier on. 
‘/ The calculation and accounting of overhead charges are currently being reviewed by the. 
CGIAP Secretariat in close collaboration with the centers. - 
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Chan 2. Donor Grams - CGIAR Cemers, 198992 
Expenditure patterns for CGIAR centers are shown in Chart 3. For the years 1989 
through 1991, pre-expansion centers’ expenditures are reflected, including.capital spending. 
In 1992, 17 centers’ expenditures are shown; costs associated with CIFOR’s establishment 
were paid (through the special activities account) from  resources which had been provided 
prior to 1992. 
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Chart 3. Eqmdirures - CGiIAR Cenrers, 1989-92 
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IL Donor ~Focus: 1992 CGIAR Financial Contributions 
Evolution of Core‘ Program Funding Estimates for 1992: 
The original core progra-m funding approved by CGIAR was $311 million for 13 
centers; actual funding of 18 centers’ core programs was $247.3 million. The evolution is 
described here. 
Core pro,oram funding for the 13 pre-expansion centers, approved for 1992 in the 
framework of centers’ Medium Term Plans, was $311 million. At TAC-55, in June 1991, 
TAC endorsed centers’ revised 1992 core program and budget proposals, calling for $332.2 
million in funding: $300.7 million for pre-expansion centers and $31.5 million for four 
expansion centers (ICRAF, IIMI, INBAP, and CIFOR). The Group was presented with this 
recommendation at ICW91 (dot. ICW/91/17). 
At ICW91, and on the basis of indications provided by donors, the CGIAR Secretariat 
estimated that core program funding would total about $254 million for 17 centers ($229 
million for pre-expansion centers and $25 million for expansion centers). At the request of 
the CGIAR Chair, the Petit Committee brought expected supply in balance with the demand 
by using a variant of an earlier approved adjustment formula (“Review of the Resource 
Allocation Process” (ICW/90/33)). 
In January 1992 the global estimate of grant resources for core programs was revised 
slightly downwards to $25 1 million, based on additional information from donors. The 
CGIAR Secretariat advised centers of their revised funding target for 1992 core support 
based on that estimate. For the 13 pre-expansion centers the estimated grants in support of 
core programs amounted to $225 million (i.e., $12 million below the 1991 comparable 
funding level of $237 million); the expansion centers were expected to receive $25 million; 
and, an additional $1 million -was projected for the funding of External Reviews scheduled in 
1992. 
In May 1992, ICLARM formally joined the system, at which time its core program 
funding was estimated at $4 million. This increased the to@l system core program funding 
target to $255 million for 1992. 
At ICW92, 1992 core program funding was estimated to be $253.9 million for 18 
centers. 
Core Programs: The Results 
Actual 1992 funding for core programs amounted to $247.3 million, which includes 
$220.4 million for the pre-expansion centers and $26.9 million for the five expansion 
- 
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centers. Chart 4 shows the estimates of core program funding at different points in time, 
including the actual 1992 funding as estimated in May 1993; it illustrates the uncertainty of 
funding which prevailed throughout the pericd. 
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Chart 4. Evolution of 1992 CGIAR Core Program Funding Prospects 
Donor Profile: 
In 1992, 36 donors contributed to centers’ core programs, compared to 39 donors in 
1991 (see Tables II-l, II-2, and X-3). The breakdown of 1982 core program funding by 
donor group is shown in Chart 5, which also indicates the average distribution by donor 
group during the period 1988-9 1. 
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C7u.m 5. Core Program Funding by Donor Caregory: 1992 and I988-199I 
The average contribution of the 36 donors who contributed to the core programs in 
1992 was about $6.9 m illion. In terms of share totals, 76% of the core program  grants came 
from  only nine donors (25%), and 96% came from  18 donors. Ten donors contributed $0.5 
m illion or less, compared to 11 in 199 I. 
Funding Disbursement and Cash Flow Pattern; 
During 1992, the tim ing of core program  funding disbursements was exactly the same 
as in 1992. (Table II-l). The quarterly statistics for donor payments in 1992 show that in 
the first three months of the year 17% of the annual grant payments had been disbursed. 
The cumulative data indicate that after six months, 38% had been disbursed; after nine 
months, 60% had been disbursed; at year-end, 93% had been disbursed. 
Structure of Core Program Fundina: 
Unrestricted grants represented 82% of total CGIAR core program  funding in 1992. 
In aggregate, this is lower than in previous years. However, for the pm-expansion centers, 
unrestricted funding was 85 %  of their total core program  funding (compared to 84% in 
1991). In the case of the expansion centers, this relationship was very different: only 53% 
of total core grant income was unrestricted, which was to be expected since most were 
typically project-funded institutes before joining the CGIAR. 
. 
Chart 6 shows the relationship of centers’ funding types in 1991 and 1992, and also 
indicates that the reduction in funding fqr the pre-expansion centers between 1992 and 1991 
was caused by a decrease of $12 m illion, ‘split 60-40% between unrestricted and restricted 
a 
core grants. Restricted funding as a share of core funding varies widely among centers. 
Here again there is a marked difference between the pre-expansion and expansion centers. 
Of the former group, the range of restricted share of total core was from 1% to 24%. In the 
expansion group,. excluding CFOR, the range was from 30% to 56%. Table II-4 provides 
more detail at the center level for 1992. 
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Ghan 6. Smumre of Core Program Funding: 1991 - 1992 
In 1992 unrestricted grants of $202.2 million were provided by 30 donors. Restricted 
grants totalling $45.1 million were provided by 29 donors. Eight core donors provided 
unrestricted grants only for a total of $40.7 million. Seven donors provided restricted grants 
only, totalling $3.1 million. Twenty-two donors provided both unrestricted and restricted 
grants for a total of $203.2 million (Table II-5a). 
World 3ank Contribution; 
In 1992 the World 3ank grant to the CGIAR amounted to $37.6 million, representing 
15 % of total core program grants. As shown in TabIe II-7, all centers needed Bank support; 
seven centers received less than 10% of their core program funding from the 3ank; for six 
centers the I3ank’s grant ranged from 11% to 20% of core program funding; for five centers 
World I3ank support represented more than 20% of funding (with two centers at the 25-2670 
leve13/). 
3/ In 1992 Worid 3ank support to ICARDA was limited to 21% of approved needs in line 
with established 3ank policy regarding centers with sustaint;ci requirements for balancing 
- 
In 1992, the stabilization fund was not operational due to a lack of resources. As 
noted earlier, an advance of $1.9 million from the World Bank’s 1993 allocation to the 
CGIAR was required in 1992. 
Comolementarv Grant Results: 
Centers’ com$ementary programs -- highly restricted activities of a specific mutual 
interest to one or more donors and a center - were funded in the amount of $71.4 million in 
1992. Complementary program grants for the pre-expansion centers totalled $64.9 million, 
and $6.5 million for the expansion centers. Table II-5b provides a detailed summary of 
complementary grants by donors for the different centers. Thirty two CGIAR donors 
contributed $66.7 million, and a number of non-CGIAR donors provided the remaining $4.7 
million, as indicated in Table II-3. In 1992, complementary ,grants represented 18 % of total 
CGIAR -grant funding.. 
Complement.@ program iimdin g for the pre-expansion centers increased by 10% in 
1992 compared to 1991, from $59.1 million to $64.9 million. It is to be noted that the 1990 
and 1991 complementary program funding total as reported in Table II-6 is higher than in 
previous annual reports (an increase of $1.6 million in 1990, and $7.5 million in 1991). 
This is because of the inclusion of the funding for WARDA’s capital developmetit program 
in the complementary program funding for 1990-92. Complementary program funding for 
operational purposes only increased by about 17% in 1992 from the. comparable 1991 level 
for pre-exparision centers. 
Structure of Total Grant Funding 
In 1992 the unrestricted grants represented H% of total grant funding to the centers. 
There is considerable variation among centers in unrestricted versus restricted/project 
funding, as noted above, and as seen in Table II-4: half of the centers have at least 40% of 
their total external funding in the restricted mode (in core or complementary program 
support). Only four centers (including CIFOR) have less than 20% of their grants in these 
categories.’ These ratios provide some insight into the margin of flexibility centers have in 
managing finances and activities. As has been often described, unrestricted funding reflects 
the true nature of CGIAR institutional support to research. 
Chart 7 illustrates the relative importance of the core and complementary component 
of each center’s total’grant funding in 1992. (mis illustration includes the supplemental 
amount of $1.9 million advanced by the World 3ank from its 1993 contribution). 
donor support, The 1993 projections so far indicate that contributions to a few more 
centers would be similarly limited in 1993. 
cttart 7. 1992 Core and Complemenraly Program Funding by Center ’ 
III. Center Focus: 1992 CGIAR Exmndilxres 
. In 1992, system Core program expenses amounted to $258.7 million, which includes 
$19.4 million for depreciation charges; these are shown, by center, in Table III-l. In 
addition, increments to centers’ fund balances amounted to $8.7 million. Total applications 
of available core program funds therefore amounted to $267.4 million. 
For the 13 pre-expansion centers, 1992 expenses on core programs were $15.2 
million (or 6%) below the 1991 level. These centers’ senior international staff complement 
is estimated to have declined from 755 staff-years in 1991 to 747 staff-years in 1992, a one 
percent decrease (Table III-2). 
In terms of the reIative distribution of expenses, Research Management (basic 
administrative costs excluding depreciation) represented 25% of the total operational core 
expenses for CGIAR centers; for the moment centers generally record depreciation as a line 
item, and this operational cost is therefore not reflected across the different programs. 
Expenditure for the broad core program categories defined as Institution-3uiIding was 16% , 
Research Suunort lo%, and Research Programs 49% of total core program expenses. 
- 
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Chart 8 illustrates the overall program  expenditure pattern for the system in 1991 and 
1992. The chart indicates a relative shift between 1991 and 1992 from  Research Management 
towards Research Programs, which may result from  a greater allocation of overhead to 
operating programs by the newer centers. 
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Chart 8. Program Expenditure factems, 1991 - 1992 
In terms of Object of Exnenditure, 1992 spending was broadly in line with previous 
years’ trends. Personnel costs were still the highest expenditure, representing 56% of the 
total in 1992. Supplies and services account for 29%, and travel-for 6%. The remaining 
9% represents other expenditures, virtually all accounted for by the depreciation charges. 
Chart 9 shows the 1991 and 1992 object of expenditure percentages for the system. 
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Chart 9. Object of Expenditure, 1991 - 1992 
In previous years’ financial reports, a summary was’ provided of the spending by 
research and research-related activity, including details of spending on different commodities. 
In their 1992 financial statements, centers have transiated their activities (and corresponding 
expenses) from  their traditional categorizations into the categories of activity used.by TAC in 
its report on CGIAR Priorities and Strategies. Centers have been using the latter 
categorization in the development of their Medium Term Plans for 1994-98. The use of such 
new categorization are appropriate for forward planning either for goal setting or of gauges 
against which directional changes are expressed. However,the ex post reclassification of 
activities into the new categorization produces an artificial representation of past performance 
which is not pa.rticuia.rly relevant for the purpose of reporting and accounting on the use of 
resources. Similarly, the definition of geographical regions also was changed with the same 
effect. 
. 
Comolementarv Prorrrams 
In 1992, global expenditures on complementary programs are estimated at $67.2 
m illion. For the pre-expansion centers, the totaI is $61.7 m illion, which represents a 
significant increase over the 1991 Ievel. The remaining $5.5 million is for the expansion 
ten ters . Most of the spendin g was related to complementary Institution-3uilding and related 
Research activities. 
- 
- 
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I-v., Additional Svstem Financial Data 
The earlier sections describe the resource flows in 1992. Sting this year the report 
provides more detail on the financial condition within the CGIAR system. The basis for this 
information is the‘audited financial statements of the centers. It must be noted that the 
balance sheet data are as at becember 3 1 of the respective year. and do not represent the 
average for the yeas. 
Recent changes in CGIAR accounting policy have resulted in financial reporting 
which adheres closely to Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP). Therefore, the 
financial statements are beginning to yield data which are comparable across centers and 
which are meaningful in a broader sense, that is, in comparison with other non-profit 
organizations. A  significant aspect of this change was the 1991 decision to adopt 
. depreciation accounting. Accordingly, expenditure reporting is now similar with what has 
been a norm  in most non-profit organizations in recent years. 
The following table represents a consolidated balance sheet for the CGIAR as a whole 
(13 centers in 1990 and 1991, and 17 centers in 1992). In view of the’relatively technical 
nature of the information a few explanatory comments follow the table, and a more detailed 
listing of financial data is provided in Table IV-l, which shows a center-by-center balance 
sheet and derivative information for 1992. 
Current Assets 176.7 182.4 228.9 
Net Fixed Assets 210.7 210.0 215.6 
TOTAL ASSETS 387.5 392.4 444.5 
Current Liabilities 
Long Term Liability 
Capital in Fixed Assets 
Operating Fund 
Capital Fund 
Orher Funds 
TOTAL LIA3ILITIES/ 
FUND BALANCE 
1990 1991 
(in USS m illion) 
121.9 124.5 155.1 
2.5 2.0 2.8 
210.7 210.0 214.7 
35.9 35.2 40.9 
4.7 11.4 25.6 
11.7 9.2 5.5 
387.4 392.4 444.5 
1992 
. 
(9 
00 
(iii) 
(iv> 
Current Assets: (cash, short-term investments, accounts receivable, etc.) for the. 
system show a fairly .constBnt level; the increase to $229 million in 1992 results 
partly from the addition of the.expansion centers. 
Current LiHbilities: (accounts payable, provision, etc.) were $155 miliion at the end of 
1992. The trend is similar to that for current assets. 
Lone-term Liabilities: $2.8 million in 1992 is the value of non-current debt at.three 
centers,’ for capital development programs. 
Fixed Assets: The proportion-of fixed assets (net book value of centers’ physical 
plant and property, as well as equipment of various types) is declining slightly. The 
range of book value of centers’ assets (see table IV-l) is considerable, as would be 
expected (from $114,CKKI to $50.7 million). 
The capital fund; represents a reserve for capital acquisitions, the purpose being to 
smooth out annual fluctuations in capital needs. The flow of resources into the capital fund 
is primarily from the centers’ depreciation charge. Obviously, unlike profit-making . 
commercial organizations, CGIAR centers cannot routinely borrow from commercial sources 
to finance constructions and other capital requirements. The growth 6f the capital fund is 
cleariy seen in the above data. 
The basic soundness of the “system balance sheet” overall reflects centers’ 
conservative financial management practices and policies, which even in 5 difficult funding 
environment have ensured a healthy institutional position. 
One indication of an organization’s short-run solvency is its working capital, (the 
arithmetic difference between current assets and current liabilities). The total working capital 
of the CGIAR system was S74 million at December 31, 1992. More centers had fewer than 
the average number of days of working capital (11 centers) than had more (6 centers). 
Another common indicator of,short-term liquidity is a related measure, the current 
ratio (current assets divided by current liabilities). For the system overall, the 1992 year-end 
cunent ratio was 1.48. In the absence of an “industry standard” it is not possible to say if 
this figure is optimal; what is clea.r, however, is that in general the system appears to be in 
a sound position inasmuch as the need for short-term borrowing has been minim+, and . 
centers have been abIe to meet their obligations on time. 
Current CGIAR policies encourage centers to accumulate 90 days of operating funds, 
in order to be able to withstand periodic cash flow problems, and to avoid having to borrow 
funds. The aggregate operating fund level at year-end 1992 represented 46 days of operating 
expenses, that is about half the level suggested as a maximum. 
- 
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While the system average for working capital and operating fund balances appear 
broadly acceptable, there is a range of.IeveIs from center to center. 
Donors’ outstanding payments (core and complementary) to centers in 1992 
(approximately $51 million at year-end) were balanced by pre-payments from donors of 
n&rly $63 &llion at year-end. At the system level this implies that any cash flow impact on 
operations related to donor. funding is due to the timing of disbursement throughout the year, 
rather than the year-end status overall. 
- 
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Tattle I-1: 1992 L!sliuialcd Sources nrid Applicaliona of Pm-I?rpansion CGIAK Ce‘ulcrs 
I 
I. ChfQ !‘g!gla!!!~ 
9ourcc.a of fQ~nda- b-I 
Donor Grants * 
Olher: camp. overhead 
prior yr. ndjttsl. 
u~iscellaneous 
Total 
‘I’O’I’AI A 
’ 26,101 15.2437 9.019 11.923 21.267 a.283 21.652 15,775 12.609 28,620 7.035 FT.761 
0 0 0 0 6L7 Yrxl 1,146 0 0 0 0 0 
446 0 0 0 625 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
-1L 1 us A 1 0.54 __I 210 I 2216 711 52 271 92.5 A 1 OS9 .2’).936 1316 321 ’ i43 ___ - -- + 
28&92 16,341 9,319 20,141 29.?20 9235 23.069 16.700 13.668 73% 6.W 
222.286 
3.129 
1.071 
11,272 -- 
237.759 
&plica~ions of Fuuds: 
Operating Expenditure 
Dcprecia~ion 
Total 
26.606 is,48 i 8.053 17.625 23,sal 9393 19,526 17,622 12.58 1 26.186 6.~ 6.116 
A 1 748 ___ 635 149 d 2 439 2,595 185 A 3 I41 1,419 A 1 146 2603 ----L-- 271 213 
28,354 16,116 am2 20.064 26.116 937s 22.661 19.M 1 13,721 2n,789 7.135 6.329 
215.152 
18,086 
233.238 
Surplus (Dcfiiit) 11,517 (262) -225 1,117 n 3,o44 (343) 402 (231) (59) 1.147 221 P?~ 4.520 ’ 
Allwaled As I~oIlows- -e-.-f 
Operaling Fund 
CapiCal l:ud/Fixed Assets 
Other 131nds (nel) 
‘l’olal 
1.517 0 123 0 a 2.358 (343) JO.2 (WL) (59) 20 
0 0 102 469 69 686 0 0 0 0 1,127 
0 (262) 0 ME 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ____ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ 
1.517 (34 225 1,117 n 3.o44 (34:) 402 (2.34:) (59) 1,147 
116 (225) 
105 0 
0 
221 (22:) 
l.S76 
2,SSH 
386 -- 
4.520 
II. B cnlctll~ 0 a !l!S 
Sources of IQ ads: 
Donor Grants 
less: overhead con~ponen~ 
Total 
5.5-12 5.m 5.644 1.40.5 
--- (464 0 0 0 ___ -- ____ 
5,076 5x2 5,644 l.JoS 
3,578 3,aw 
0 0 -- 
3,57a 3.a30 
64.(177 
(3,129) 
61.74a 
&plicalions ot Funds: 
Operaling Expenditure 
Capital ** 
‘I’olal 
.I.840 5.m 5.644 f,W a.6 6.424 3.781 12.962 61 0 9,156 
‘X6 0 0 0 0 WI 0 0 0 0 _--- -.-._ ____ 3 734 
___ -__ 
~ - - d- 
5.076 592 5,644 1,405 486 6,733 3,781 12,962 61 0 12.890 
3.578 ‘I.14 54.sn3 
0 2 MU6 I- 7 165 -I- 
3.578 3830 61.748 
Sour03 ot Funds: 
Donor Grants 
Other Revenue ‘I’olal 
3?:164 31,403 20.93 1 10,454 la.41 i 34.617 12.964 35.760 l&a36 12.609 41,slO 
1 189 L-- 1991 -A 1os-t b 270 2216 b 1.336 52 + 271 92s 1 .OSY 1316 ---L-- 33,653 _ 
33294 21,985 10,724 20,627 35,953 13.016 36.03 1 16,761 13.668 42.826 
&I)licalions of IG~nds: 
Core Operations 
Con,plcnien(ary Operations 
Coiuplenienlary Capilal Exp. 
Fui~d IJalanccs 
‘I‘olal 
27.060 2E.3.24 16.116 B.202 20.06 4 26.176 
4.840 5,302 5.644 L.JOS 486 6.424 
236 0 0 0 0 309 
9,578 22.661 19,@l I 13.721 2,789 
3,781 12.962 61 0 9,156 
0 0 0 0 3.734 
1317 WI---.----..- 225 1117 17 
33.653 33.394 21.‘%5 10.724 20,627 13.66M 47 a26 _, 
10,613 9 ,SJ I 
321 343 ___ ___ 
10,934 9,934 
7,135 6.32Y 233.23a 
3.578 944 54.sa3 
0 ?.a86 7.165 
37.163 
12.343 
299.5w 
4.520 
29'J,504 
Table I-2: 1992 Esliuinlcd Sources ad Applicalions of Expansion CCIAR Cenlcrs, ad Syslctu ‘Idlal 
If. 
(lyg I’pptu.F: 
&ccs of I:uflds~~ 
Douor Grants * 
Olhcr: camp. overhead 
prior yr. adjust. 
miSccllar~eous 
‘I’OlZll 
Surplus (Deficit) 
hllocalcd AA l~ollows: 
Opernling Fund I 
Cdpilal ITurrd/l;‘ixed Assels 
Olhcr ITunds (net) 
‘1’01al 
Cnmp&!gc!!tgry I’rgRras - 
Sources of Funds: 
Donor Grants 
less: overhead comt’onenl 
‘I’olal 
Applicalions of Funds: 
Operating I’ntxndilure 
Capilal ‘* 
Total 
CIIXII~ ICIAI&f ICRAF &uJ INtRAP ‘lOTAL 
3.112 4,469 11.096 6,413 1,762 26,932 
0 3’M  161 510 0 1.061 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 174 l iM3 613 __.-- --L--- - 54 
3,172 s.033 12.260 7.S9b 1,838 
0 4,19s lO,bi8 6,834 2,431 24,114 
0 0 1 108 194 1,3xl - ____ I I__ 28 
0 4,19J tl.?S6 7.028 2,465 25.444 
3.172 4S7 so4 125 (a-lb) 3.612 
0 Ml 0 443 19 843 
0 0 0 0 0 ___ ___ ___ - ___ 
3,172 838 so4 s6b $1 4.455 
0 22= 1.413 2,636 201 b.S42 
0 (3’la) 
0 1.932 --i$? 
-.@9----- 0 (1.061~ 
2J26 ml  5,481 
0 1,771 125252 2,oSa 201 5.214 
0 131 0 76 0 207 ~ ____ - - ___ 
0 1,m I .a2 2,126 201 s,4@.1 
59,H57 
___7,m. 
67 229 * * ‘Ihc donor gr:~nt line is supplemcntcd by an BIIVXII~~ of $1.91 million which was ndvrnccd lo the syslenr from World Ilnnk resources to the system. 
” For acquisiliotis Ihrougti complementary granls for assets no1 owned by lhe cenlcr or froni major cnpilal grant for infraslruclure. 
SYS’l’IiM 
‘l’o’l’A1. 
249,218 
4.190 
1.071 
13,17H 
267;fifi 
239,266 
i9,4 16 
258,682 
5,188 
3.401 
___ 2.K. 
M.975 
Sources of I:und_I; 
Donor Grants 
Other I~cvenuc 
‘I‘o1al 
3,172 6,761 1239 9,M9 1,983 33,474 
0 174 lM)3 613 ___ _ 3 -E 
3.112 6.935 --ziT 9,722 2,039 35.380 
~p~dic-ations of l;unds: 
Core Operalions 0 4,195 lL,7Sb 7,028 2.465 25,444 
Coniplsmcnlary Operalions 0 1,771 1.252 2.050 201 5.214 
Complementary Capilal Exp. 0 131 0 lb 207 
I:und 1hl;1nccs 3 172 ---L- 838 sot 5b8 I__- 4.455 ___ - 
~L~Oolil l 3.172 6.935 13Jl2 
(62) 
9.122 2,039 35.3Bo 
320,637 
14.249 
334,L(86 
258,682 
59,857 
7,372 
8775 
334 ,MK6 
TabkII-1:CGIARCORFiGRkNL-S BY DONOR (1988-92) 
(in miIIia¶s of apits) 
1983 1999 1990 1991 1992’Est 1/ 
Sad. Equiv. Nad. Equiv. Firlad. Equiv. 
c?lrm-lw injn clrxlcv in LLSS Currencv in 
(USS) - 
(W 99.93 
(US f) 
IDk) . 17.50 
ml 
2-73 89.3 
0.95 
233 
ml 
3.16 
253 19.20 1.64 
274 21.30 5.16 
330 25.89 3.60 
10.81 m.aA 11.15 
- 
liX19 
21.65 
21.40 
21.w 
18.49 
337 
531 
4.10 
1121 
Univd Shtes 
Sub-total 
Rcilic Rim 
Amldia 
bpn 
Sub-total 
@ s  f) 
(US-V 
(US f) 
(A’= J) 
(USf) 
VW 
(US J) 
ChitV iussi 
India VJSJ) 
Ka-ea (USS) 
U&a PSJ) 
Nigeria (USf) 
Philippines (US J) 
Sub-&PI 
foandatiorrr 
ford foundation (USSl 
IDRC +!l;, 
Rahkller Found. (US S) 
Sub-total 
laccmabmal t3pniaatiom 
Atim. Lkv. Bank (US S) 
Arab fhd (US f) 
Asian Dcv. Ehak (US v 
EEC FCLI) 
PJSJ) 
IDB (USf) 
FAD (USS) 
OPEC Fund (US f) 
L?;D P (CS 5) 
USEP (L’S 5) 
World Ehnk (us*) 
World Bank - Reg. (US S) 
Sub-IOtaI 
Toal Gmtihtioo, 
11.w 
21.w 
18.99 
1X10 
2A.60 
33.00 
'727 
- . 
6.43 
16.90 
- 
427 
Y9193 
0.n 
6.90 
- 
- 
C@art.a 3 
cpurtcr -ii 
I/ 0aud at Gnccn’@mhy oudiu 
0.16 
3.61 
4.48 
6.26 
3.8s 
030 
5.41 
5.40 
4.19. 
llJ1 
5928 
13.76 
do.00 
.m 
55.98 
3.13 
m.21 
f331 
O.G? 
03 
033 
ox 
025 
1.29 
0.79 
0.63 
a93 
‘& 
0.72 
035 
- 
7.99 
1.2!l 
1035 
0.3 
0.3 
9.99 
0.05 
30.00 
60.4 I 
211.55 u -- 
101.91 
48% 
20 
42 
n 
94 
0.19 
53YJ.w 
IISl 
27.85 
35.12 
8.67 
632 
15.75 
433 
2376.00 
0-7s 
8% 
- 
- 
Eq-iv. 
in 
103.65 
3.63 
21-51 
II.10 
19.92 
1.w 
3.1-t 
0.17 
339 
5.9 1 
4.10 
11.04 
023 
3.79 
5.70 
020 
‘1Mx),19 
031 
1.71 
439 
020 
2600.w 
5.43 639 
4.09 
1110 
30.99 4.70 
102-I 
3o.w 
030 
5.47 
5-9 
37.70 
8.95 
034 
620 
5.91 
37.70 
a.75 
034 
LO8 
3.99 
025 
5.73 
0.72 
13a 
0.10 
030 
6.07 
6.95 
3.96 
1097 6.60 
3.47 
11s 6.72 
71.72 71.01 
321 
Il.49 
0.03 
74.82 
l3.3 
1.16 
4o.w 
4. I4 
583 
16.05 13.97 
138 
3981 
5x3 
6o.u 
16.6 1 
3.70 
- 
19.57 
331 
3.19 
233 - 
0.0.5 
0.30 
034 
3.w - 
0.01 
030 
0-Y) 
0.02 
0.18 
1.05 
0.09 
020 
1.09 
a79 
0.63 
1.89 
331 
1.14 
051 
0.03 
9.45 
239 
11.13 
052 
030 
7X 
0.03 
333-i 
430 
3019.63 
o-9 1 
9.m 
- 
- 
0.94 
a78 
1.71 
3.47 - 
123 
0.63 
1205 
336 
IO.33 
033 
358 
2960.90 
0.66 
- 
9.00 
- 
- 
279 
ma 
22.74 
0.96 
2697 - 
0.09 
030 
030 
030 
0.10 
0.12 
0.20 
&EJ 
I.18 
034 
0.90 
gg 
6.33 
3x33 
135 
0.64 
031 
11.83 
1.62 
631 
036 
0.12 
6.6.f 
0.03 
35.lL 
10958 
49% 
11853 
50% 
19 16 
38 3-t 
74 M  
92 p? 
121.42 
n76 
17 
33 
60 
93 
Sad. 
cJllTencl 
105.26 
26.65 
4.20 
22.65 
17.0s 
0.20 
2sco.w 
1106 
37x0 
a.63 
9.90 
629 
18.25 
5.66 
31736 
- 
. 
.- 
0.69 
930 
- 
- ' 
Equiv. 
injn 
1.05 
3.13 
0.13, 
1.56 
I.ol 
4.91 
11.09 
262 
034 
1.79 
4.OL 
0.00 
691 
053 
5.63 
020 
0.62 
ah2 
7.as 
0.00 
333 
10.91 
021 
m  
l533 
223 
43.m 
5.w 
6166 
431 
0.07 
25.67 
122 
31-1 
0.w 
050 
050 
030 
0.04 
0.03 
024 
&3J 
1.75 
039 
1.47 
q10 
023 
0.62 
0.79 
1156 
1.78 
111 
0.41 
0.11 
6.97 
0.W 
37.62 
0.W 
65.05 
273 I 
lz1.42 
49% 
17 
38 
60 
93 
+t 
$10 
NO 
#jO 
$30 
Table I I-2: CG,IAR Donor Rioking ol Cbrc Grants ( 
(USS millions) 
\ 
.988- 1992) Annex II 
Donor 
U.S. 
World Bank 
Japan 
Canada 
U.K. 
Germany 
IDI 
Switzerland 
EEC 
UNDP 
Italy 
Netherlands 
Sweden 
Norway 
Fraocc 
Australia 
Finland 
3elgium 
Denmark 
Austria . 
Roctefcllcr 
Ford Pdn 
AFDB 
IDRC 
Spain 
India 
Arab Fund 
China 
OPEC Fund 
IFAD 
Pbilippioes 
Ireland 
Nigeria 
UNEP 
Brazil 
AD% 
Mexico 
Kellogg 
1981 
9.” - -. 
;o.OC 
20.21 
13.7c 
11.51 
10.81 
10.51 
9.55 
9.15 
a.95 
8.05 
6.Z 
5.4 I 
3.85 
3.X 
3.13 
2.74 
2.53 
2.53 
Lot 
0.93 
0.79 
0.72 
0.63 
0.50 
0.49 
0.35 
0.30 
0.25 
0.23 
0.15 
0.16 
0.12 
0.05 
0.02 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
Donor 1989 
U.S. 4-t. 1: 
World 3aak 33.3 
Japan 19.87 
Canada 14.5 
EEC 1124 
Germany ll.lE 
ID3 Il.12 
U.K. 10.87 
Switzerland 9.53 
Italv 9.4s 
UNDP 7.52 
Sweden 5.41 
Netberiands 5.43 
Finland 5.16 
Norway 4.09 
Australia 3.70 
France 3.60 
Dcomark 2.64 
Belgium 2.50 
Rockefeller 1.89 
AFDB 1. I4 
Austria 0.95 
Ford Fda 0.79 
IDRC 0.63 
IFAD 0.52 
Arab Fund 0.51 
Iodia 0.50 
Spain 0.50 
China 0.30 
OPEC Fund 0.30 
Ireland 0.25 
Philippiacs 0.18 
3raxil 0.05 
AD3 0.03 
UNEP 0.03 
Nigeria 0.02 
Mexico 0.00 
Kellogg 0.00 
Donor 199c 
U.S. 45.0! 
World Bank 3.3: 
Japan 23.E 
EEC 15.4: 
Canada 15.3: 
U.K. 11.s; 
Germany 11.x 
IDB lO.SC 
Switzerland 9.32 
Netherlands 6.85 
UNDP 6.X 
Sweden 6.X 
Italy 6.X 
Finland 5.31 
Norway 4.x 
France 4.1c 
Australia Xl 
Denmark 3.5 
Blgium 3.1t 
Rockefeller 1.74 
AFDB 1.23 
Austria 1.0x 
Ford Fda 0.94 
IDRC 0.X 
ADB 0.63 
Spain 0.x 
IFAD 0.X 
Iadia 0.50 
Ireland 0.31 
China 0.30 
Philippines 0.20 
Nigeria 0.09 
Brazil 0.01 
Arab Fuad 0.00 
UNEP 0.00 
Mexico 0.00 
OPEC Fund 0.00 
Kellogg 0.00 
Donor 199! 
U.S. 45.6: 
World 3aak 35.11 
Japan 23.7C 
Canada 15.7: 
EEC 13.41 
U-K. 11.5; 
Germany ll.cu 
Switzerland 10.1e 
UNDP 6.63 
Nctherlaads 6.45 
IDB 6.31 UNDP 6.57 
Italy 6.08 Norway 583 
Sweden 6.07 Iialy 5.8c 
Finland 5.91 ID3 5.11 
Norway 4.62 Fraau 4.91 
France 4.1c Denmark 4.86 
Denmark 3.35 Australia 4.38 
Eielgium 3.3c Eklgium 3.34 
Australia 3.17 Ford Fda 1.75 
AFDI3 1.55 Rockefeller 1.47 
Ford Fda 1.18 Austria 1.05 
Austria 1.W Finland 1.01 
Rockefeller 0.w IDRC 0.92 
Arab Fund 0.64 ADB 0.79 
IDRC 0.54 Arab Ftiod 0.62 
Korea. 0.50 Spain 0.62 
Spain 0.50 Cbioa 0.50 
India 0.50 India 0.54 
IFAD 0.36 Korea 0.50 
Irclaad 0.34 IFAD 0.4 i 
AD8 0.31 Ireland 0.2-i 
China 0.34 PhiIippiaes O-23 
Luxembourg 0.25 AFDI3 0.23 
Philippines 0.20 OPEC Fund 0.11 
Nigeria 0.12 Mexico 0.04 
OPEC Fund 0.12 Nigeria 0.03 
Mexico 0.10 Brazil 0.00 
Brazil 0.09 Kellogg 0.00 
UNEP 0.03 Luxembourg 0.00 
Kellogg 0.00 UNEP 0.00 
232.02 
Donor 1992 Est. 
U.S. 4s. 1: 
World Bank 326: 
Japaa 26.85 
Canada 17.55 
Germany 13.71 
EEC 13.3: 
U.K. 11.1: 
Switzerland 10.6C 
Sweden 5.62 
Netheriands 7.64 
2-il.31 
Table 11-3: 1992 GRANTS 
(i3 USS millions) 
11 Donor 
Con tributiag 
CGIAR Members Cotiatries 
&trove 
Austria _ 
3eIgium 
Denmark 
Finland 
France 
Germany 
Ireland 
IlAy 
Netherlands 
Norway 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
U.K. 
Subtotal 
North America 
Canada 
U.S. 
1 Subtotal 
Pacific Rim 
Australia 
Japan 
Subtolal 
Deveiooioa Countries 
China 
India 
Korea 
Mexico 
Nigeria 
Philippines 
Subtotal 
Total Country 
Fouodatioos 
Ford Foundation 
IDRC 
Kellogg Foundation 
Rockefeller 
Fouodation Subtotal 
Int’l aod Renioaal Orxanizatioa 
African Dcveiopmcnt flank 
&an Dcwlopmcnr Bank 
Arab Fund 
EEC 
IDB 
IFAD 
OPEC fund 
UNDP 
UNEP 
World 3an k 
laternational and Regional 
Dooor Subfotal 
Subtotal 
Non-CGIAR Donors 
Grand Total 
Core Comolemeataq 
Unrestricted Restricted Sub-Total Restricted 
0.93 0.13 1.05 0.75 1.80 
2:41 0.89 3.30 1.64 4.93 
4.50 0.36 4.86 o.ss 5.41 
1.01 0.00 1.01 0.13 1.14 
4.14 0.77 4.91 0.34 5.25 
8.32 5.39 13.70 8.81 22.51 
0.34 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.34 
1.75 4.01 5.90 1.04 6.83 
4.96 2.63 7.63 3.57 11.21 
5.25 0.58 5.83 0.07 5.90 
0.62 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.62 
639 2.23 5.61 0.21 832 
7.08 333 10.60 X50 16.11 
10.91 
58.6 1 
15.33 
43.03 
5835 
3.91 
25.67 
2938 
0.50 
0.50 
0.47 
0.0-l 
0.03 
0.24 
1.76 
148.29 
1.25 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.25 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
11.56 
3.5 1 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
37.62 
52.68 
202.22 
202.22 
0.2 1 11.12 0.81 11.93 
20.77 79.38 23.43 102.80 
2.22 -9 17.55 6.24 23.79 
5.09 48.12 18.14 66.25 
732 65.67 24.37 90.04 
0.47 438 2.04 6.41 
1.22 26.89 1.37 28.27 
1.69 31.27 3.41 34.68 
0.00 0.50 0.00 0.50 
0.00 0.50 0.01 0.50 
0.03 030 0.05 0.55 
0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 
0.00 0.03 0.01 0.04 
0.03 0.24 0.01 0.24 
0.03 1.79 0.08 l-87 
29.81 178.10 51.28 229.39 
0.50 1.75 1.19 2.94 
0.59 0.89 2.24 . 3.13 
0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 
I.47 1.47 1.92 3.38 
2.85 4.10 5.71 9.81 
0.23 0.23 1.58 1.82 
0.79 0.79 2.84 3.63 
0.62 0.62 0.00 0.62 
1.78 13.33 1.63 15.16 
1.60 5.11 1.09 6.20 
0.41 0.41 1 -I7 . - 1.63 
O.ll 0.11 0.10 0.20 
6.57 6.37 I.09 7.95 
0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 
0.00 37.62 0.00 37.62 
12.41 65.09 9.86 74.94 
45.07 247.29 66.85 314.14 
4.57 4.57 
45.07 247.29 71.42 318.711 
Annex II 
Table X1-4: 1992 CGTAR FUNDING 3Y CENTER 
(in USS millions) 
Unrestricted Restricted Total %  of Core Restricted Total %  of Total 
Core Core Core Restricted Compl’tary Funding Restricted ?re - Expansion 
XAT 
xkiMlT 
ZIP 
:BPGR 
:CARDA 
.CRISAT 
FPRI 
lTA 
LCA 
RRI 
SNAR 
KARDA 
24.0 2.9 26.9 11% 5.5 32.5 
22.6 3.5 26.1 13% 5.3 31.4, 
13.9 1.4 15.3 9% 5.6 20.9 
9.0 0.1 9.0 1% 1.4 10.5 
14.1 3.8 17.9 21% 0.5 18.4 
20.7 625 27.3 24% 7.4 34-p 
6.7 1.6 8.3 20% 4.7 13.0 
19.5 22 21.7 10% 14.1 35.8 
13.3 25 15.8 16% 0.1 15.8 
10.7 1.9 126 15% 0.0 126 
24.5 4.1 28.6 14% 12.9 41.5 
6.5 0.5 7.0 7% 3.6 10.6 
4.6 1.1 5.8 19% 3.8 9.6 
26% 
28% 
34% 
14% 
24% 
40% 
49% 
45% 
16% 
15% 
41% 
39% 
52% 
in btotal pre -expansion 190.0 323 2223 
- 1.9 
15% 64.9 287.2 34% 
:s.s: advance from 1993 - 1.9 0.0 
Otal pre-f!xpansion 188-l 32-3 220.4 
0.0 
15% 64.9 
-1.9 
285-3 34% 
: expansion Centers 
XFOR 
CLARA4 
CIbtF 
JMI 
NIB0 
3.1 0.0 3.2 1% 0.0 3.2 1% 
20 25 4.5 56% 23 6.8 71% 
4.9 6.2 11.1 56% 1.4 125 61% 
2.9 3.5 6.4 55% 2.6 9.0 68% 
1.3 OS 1.8 30% 0.2 2.0 37% 
‘otal expansion 14-2 128 26-9 47% 6.5 325 58% 
TOTAL GRANTS 1 202-2 45.1 247.3 18% 71.4 318-7 37aj 
ummary of Funding Types, in Percentages Pre -Expand Expansion T& 
‘nrestricted core as %  of total core funding 85% 53% 82% 
estricted core as %  of total core funding 15% 47% 18% 
otal core as %  of all funding 
omplementary as %  of all funding 
77% 80% 78% 
23% 20% 22% 
‘nrestricted core as %  of all funding 
11 restricted as %  of all funding 
66% 42% 63% 
34% 58% 37% 
0.15 
0.18 
133 
0.M 
2.30 
0.10 
0.19 
1.18 
2.00 
0:34 
3.08 
0.02 
0.29 
0.68 
0.09 
037 
2.15 
0.89 
s.06 
6.29 
CU'OK CJMMY-I'  I_ c_-- 
0.23 
0.2.5 
0.06 
0.62 
037 
0.22 
0.04 
0.15 
0.4s 
0.60 
0.68 0.1s 
0.23 0.34 
0.23 0.18 
0.21 
0.10 
0.09 
0.52 
0.0 
0.3s 
0.62 
0.30 
0.15 
131 
0.08 
0.78 
2.28 
1.22 
0.08 
0.7s 
1.39 
0.19 
0.84 
0.0s 
03s 
0.10 
0.47 
o.s2 
2.09 
0.31 
O.S4 
1.02 
0.20 
032 
0.1s 
0.75 
2.13 
0.0s 0.03 0.05 
0.49 
1.3 I 
0.05 
0.09 
0.08 
0.03 
0.15 0.42 
2.38 I.06 
0.04 0.06 
I.06 
031 
0.16 
0.01 
O-57 
0.23 
0.05 
0.04 
0.20 
0.86 
0.37 
0.01 
0.61 
0.46 
0.01 
0.10 
0.28 
1.97 
0.01 0.05 
1.30 0.62 
1.18 0.52 
0.13 
0.66 
0.30 
I .2 I 0.86 0.93 0.91 
5.60 2.35 1.1s 4.27 
4.87 I.00 0.19 3.70 
ICKAI' JCRJSAI' --- 
0.26 0.16 
0.2s 
0.60 
031 
0.16 
0.09 
0.21 
2.12 
0.35 
0.19 
0.10 
0.14 
0.96 
0.30 
0.16 
O.S2 
0.8s OJ3 
0.23 
0.02 
0.02 
03 
0.33 
0.06 
0.94 
030 
0.39 
0.03 
2.04 
0.49 
0.16 
1.21 
0.70 
0.1s 
0.72 
0.1s 
2.11 
0.05 
2.30 
0.19 
0.48 
1.86 
0.13 
039 
3.10 
0.05 
0.76 
0.03 
0.86 
1.35 
1.43 
13s 
5.22 
3.87 
0.19 
0.10 
057 
0.01 
0.1s 
0.15 
0.10 
0.75 
0.05 
0.35 
1.10 
OJ7 
0.27 
0.02 
0.03 
0.2s 
0.26 
2.62 
0.75 
JIM1 --- 
0.3 1 
0.03 
0.12 
0.29 
0.01 
0.W 
0.36 
0.66 
0.21 
0.80 
0.06 
0.03 
0.45 
0.82 
0.32 
0.06 
0.16 
0.09 
0.66 
1.64 
0.01 
0.35 
0.26 
0.10 
0.33 
1.10 
0.03 
0.61 
3.06 
0.05 
0.82 
0.03 
0.76 
0.30 
0.35 
0.91 
0.01 
0.70 
5dO 
3.70 
-~~-_~~~-~~~_~~~~~~_~-~--_________^___-~~~~~~_~~----~-~~~~_-~~~,-~~-~__~ 
Cater Total 26.92 3.17 26.10 IS.28 9.05 17.93 4.47 11.10 21.27 8.28 6.41 21.65 
EA JJ.uAD INJUAP w 
0.35 
0.05 
WARJM JSNAR 
0.11 0.12 0.12 066 0.19 
0.1s 
0.21 0.54 0.4 I 0.29 * a 0.18 0.06 
0.8s 
0.6 I 
Od? 
0.19 
0.31 
0.97 
0.84 
0.17 
0.05 
0.18 
0.66 
0.37 
0.08 
0.23 
1.38 
0.08 
0.73 
230 
0.19 
0.23 
0.24 
0114 
0.60 0.67 
0.03 
0.62 0.27 
032 0.28 
0.40 0.49 
0.11 0.03 
0.11 
0.03 0.10 
0.34 
0.39 O.S7 0.39 0.~4 0.11 
0.46 0.68 7.43 0.45 0.118 
0.23 
0.28 0.14 0.06 0.27 0.12 0.14 
0.01 
0.64 0.30 0.12 
0.03 
0.12 0.03 
0.40 0.00 
0.05 0.03 0.0s 
0.31 031 0.86 0.11 0.63 
Id0 0.65 0.40 0.48 
0.93 0.16 132 
Dimor 
xi!!+! 
0.79 
0.23 
0.62 
4.38 
1 .os 
3M 
0.00 
1156 
0.30 
4.86 
13.33 
1.01 
I .I5 
4.91 
13.71 
5.11 
0.89 
0.41 
0.50 
0.34 
5.80 
26.89 
050 
0.w 
0.04 
1.64 
0.03 
5.83 
0.11 
0.24 
1.47 
0.6 I 
8.62 
LO.60 
6.87 
0.u 
11.10 
48.12 
39.53 
052 1.04 154 0.28 0.19 
2.98 1.97 0.13 3.40 1.30 O.Sl 
3.48 3.24 0.13 230 1.34 1.50 
-_----~~--__--~~~------~------~----~----- 
IS.77 12.61 1.78 28.63 7.04 S.76 249.22 
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0.70 
0.28 
0.16 
0.61 
0.17 
0.10 
0% 
0.05 
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0.00 
0.01 
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0.04 
0.05 
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0.12 
0.07 
0.16 
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0.01 
0.18 
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0.0s 
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0.16 
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0.1s 0.01 
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0.75 
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0.01 
0.3s 
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0.02 
0.20 
0.5 I 
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0.27 
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219 1.41 735 
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0.07 
0.03 
0.02 
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0.07 
0.04 
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0.26 
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0.38 
0.38 
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0.75 
053 0.09 
0.16 
0.10 
0.19 1.36 
0.68 0.16 
0.12 0.11 
0.85 
0.78 
0.76 
0.32 
1.35 
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0.21 
0.11 
0.02 
0.00 
0.86 5.79 
0.02 0.42 0.06 0.01 
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II11\1 
1.30 
WARl)A 1SNAll 
NJ9 
1.39 
0.07 
0.01 
0.0s 
.O.lS 
0.04 
0.08 
0.08 
3.01 
0.55 
0.22 
0.07 
0.22 
0.09 
0.03 
-0.07 
0.0s 
0.32 
0.12 
1.02 
0.01 
0.59 0.12 
0.14 0.03 
1.18 0.1 I 
0.07 O.lJM 
0.33 
3.36 
0.20 
0.01 
0.62 
0.72 
------ ------ ------ ----_-_ 
1289 3.51 3.83 7 1.42 
0.72 
0.13 
0.19 
1.52 
0.05 
O.&J 
0.00 
0.54 
t 
‘1’JLII 
2.84 
1.58 
0.w) 
2.04 
0.75 , 
1.64 
0.00 
6.23 
0.00 
055 
I .83 
0.13 
I.19 
0.34 
8.81 
l.l)cJ 
2.24 
1.22 
0.01 
0.00 
I .04 
1.37 
0.36 
0.0s 
0.00 
3.57 
0.0 I 
0.07 
0.10 
0.01 
l.'J2 
0.00 
0.2 1 
5.50 
I .on 
0.10 
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18.14 
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Annex II: 
Table 11~6: CG1A.R FUNDING (1988-1992) 
(in USS million) 
Core Funding 
CIAT 24.4 28.4 
CIMMYT 25.9 27.9 
CIP 17.8 18.6 
IBPGR 5.9 7.1 
ICARDA 173 18.4 
ICRISAT 26.0 30.1 
IITRI 8.7 8.8 
Ill-A 21.1 22.0 
ILCA 165 203 
IL.RAD 12.6 13.4 
IRRI 263 26.6 
ISNAR 6.8 73 
WARDA 5.4 6.1 
subtotal pxc-expansion 215.0 2351 
27.7 27.9 26.9 
27.1 26.6 26.1 
16.9 17.1 153 
7.0 8.1 9.0 
18.7 19.5 17.9 . 
31.5 29.4 273 
9.1 8.9 8.3 
225 22.4 21.7 
20.2 19.4 15.8 
13.6 13.5 12.6 
29.8 29.8 28.6 
7.0 7.6 7.0 
61 6.7 S.8 
237.4 236.7 2223 
-1.9 less: adsancc from 1993 
total pre-apansioa 215.0 235-2 237.4 236.7 220.4 
CEOR 32 
ICLARM 45 
ICRAF 11.1 
ITMI 6.4 
INTBAP 1.8 
total upaasion 26-9 
Total Core Grants : 215.0 2352 
-10.7 
237.4 
-25 
236.7 
-4.7 
2473 
Net Flow To (+)/From (-) Stab. . -3.4 
Total Core Funding i 211.5 2245 234.9 231.9 247.3 
Gxmpicmcatary Fuoding 
From Donors, prctiousfy rcpoticd 49.8 47.3 51.4 S1.6 71.4 
Adjustment for capirai progxm 1.6 7.5 
Total Comp~emcntarj Funding 49.8 47.3 53.0 59.1 71.4 
Total Funding 
Total Donor Fueding I[ 261.3 271.8 287.9 291.0 318.7 / 
Core as Percentage of Total funding 81% 83% 82% 80% 78% 
- 
- 
Anuex II 
Table Z-7: W&d Bank I3akncing Grants (1988-1992) 
1988 J9!2J 1992 1988 1989 1990 1992 
w-1. (approv-> 
XAT 0.43 3.00 322 4152 6.29 2% 11% 11% 17% 24% 
3MMyT 200 240 3.33 3.95 4.87 8% 9% 12% 15% 19% 
,‘Ip 3.00 1.71 2.40 1.85 1.00 _ 17% 9% 14% .ll% 6% 
,3PGR 0.0 0.45 030 0.00 0.79 0% 6% ‘4% 0% 9% 
LCARDA 4.80 425 430 4.00 3.70 28% 23% 22% 20% 20% 
:CRISAT 211 1.85 358 279 3.87 8% 6% 12% 10% 14% 
FPRI 1.68 133 1.78 1.46 0.75 1% 15% 20% 17% 9% 
IITA 5.40 435 4.07 339 3.70 26% 20% 17% 15% 17% 
ICA 250 4.07 430 4.71 3.48 15% 20% 21% 23% 18% 
180 2.42 280 252 324 14% 18% 21% 19% 25% 
Rlu 1.95 195 3.40 229 250 7% 7% 11% 10% 9% 
SNAR 155 1.77 1.75 1.00 134 U% 24% 26% 14% 20% 
UARDA 1.00 129 1.60 156 150 19% 21% 25% 24% 24% 
k&Total 28.22 ‘3024. 36.83 34.94 37.03 13% 13% 15% 15% 
ATFOR 0.60 18% 
050 4% 
0.70 17% 
IMI 058 8% 
NmAP 0.13 6% 
;ub--Total 250 9% 
hnter Toti 28-22 30-84 36.83 34.94 3953 I/ 13% 13% 15% 15% 15% 
tab Fund I/ 0.78 250 -250 0.17 0.00 
pet. Act. Fund 1.00 
idvancs 2/ 120 
‘OTAL 30.00 33.34 3433 35.11 37.63 
. 
World 3ank Contribution (in US$ III) 
Worid Bank Funding as Percentage of Centers’ Funding 
(1988 to 1991 approved = actual; in 1992 actual differed) 
! Allocation of the Worid 3ank contribution to tie Stabilization Fund. Also, an advance of 52.5 million from the Stab. fund was 
made in 1950 to enable centers to meet heir operating levels. 
’ An advance of 51.91 million from 1993 World 3ank iunding was made to centers in 1992. This is included in center details above. 
1992 
(actual) 
23% 
19% 
7% 
9% 
21% 
14% 
%  
17% 
22% 
26% 
9% 
19% 
25% 
17% 
19% 
11% 
6% 
9% 
7% 
9% 
16% 
CIAT 
CIMM-YT 
CIP 
IBPGR 
ICA.RDA 
ICRISAT 
IFPRI 
IITA 
ILCA 
ILRAD 
IRRI 
ISNAR 
WARDA 
Annex III: 
Table III-l: CGIAR Erpcndhre (1988-1992) 
(in USS million) 
Core Expenditure 
sobtotal 
CIFOR 0.0 
ICIARM 4.2 
ICRAF 118 
IIMI 7.0 
INIBAP 23 
24.9 27.96 2x2 29.0 
27.4 27.12 26.6 27.7 
17.2 18.8 17.9 19.5 
6.2 72 73 7.4 
20.6 243 22.9’ 23.0 
25.2 295 32.1 30.6 
8.4 9.0 9.2 9.0 
20.1 21.7 23.4 23.4 
17.7 223 22.6 20.9 
13.0 123 13.6 13.9 
27.7 23.9 30.8 30.4 
63 7.4 83 8.6 
5.4 6.7 6.6 6.1 
27.1 
28.4 
16.1 
82 
20.1 . 
‘6’ -- 
9.6 
22.7 
19.0 
13.7 
28.8 
7.1 
63 
220.1 243.1 2493 248.4 2332 
SUbtOtd 25.4 
Total Core Eipcndifurc : 220.1 243.1 249-5 248.4 258.7 
Complcmcatary Erpcaditarc 
From Donors, pnviousty rrportcd 36.3 47.8 54.6 48.7 67.2 
Adjustment for capital progranx 0.0 0.0 1.6 73 0.0 
Total Compicmcatary Eqcaditurc: 36.3 47.8 56.2 56.2 67.2 
Total Expcaditurc I[ 256.4 290.9 305.8 304.6 325.9 1 
-_ . 
Table III-21 Filled Senior Coie Positions 
1988-1992 
1988 
(actual) 
1989 
(actual) 
1990 
(actual) 
1991 
(actual) 
1992 
(estimate) 
CIAT 73 
CIMMYT 85 
CIP 81 
IBPGR 26 
ICARDA 54 
ECRISAT 91 
TFPRI 35 
WA 91 
tLCA 56 
ILRAD 62 
IRRI 71 
ISNAR 28 
WARDA 26 
subtotal . 
,‘IFOR 0 
:CLARM 18 
‘:CRAF 46 
:IMI 22 
:NIBAP 10 
subtotal 
TOTAL 
Annex 111 
785 
77 76 81 70 
89 83 85 79 
77 84 73 67 
.2.5 30 30 24 
56 59 56 66 
80 86 87 87 
39 37 32 26 
92 90 92 97 
49 55 49. 51 
56 58 56 57 
73 . 67 61 69 
31 33 34 34 
23 23 19 19 
767 781 755 
785 767 781 755 
746 
96 
842 
-_ 
‘l’able lV- 1: Nnracial Porilioa Data, CGIAK Cenler~ 
CIAT ClhtMYI CIP IHPGR ICAl~DAlCl\ISAT If’PHI IITA U-CA ILIAD 
18.9 
3.0 
3.9 
0.4 
m 
OpentiqPuad (dqa) 44 
AI 96 ofSy~lem Au. Y6% 
126 
85% 
workiqchpitll ($m) 
Wakiq Chpitrl (dAya) 
Aa 96 of Syafern Ave. 
7.4 
a3 
101% 
AcJxuntl Rtedva~e: 
Pm Dons (fm) 
f’m Odlerl (Sm) 
Dmorr la % Id 
Dryn.Totrl 
Aa 96 of Syslem A&e. 
66 46 4.9 1.3 1.1 4.0 
2.1 1.4 0.4 0.4 0.8 32 
16% 71% 92% 78% 60% 56% 
91 66 a9 57 34 13 
126% 90% 121% 78% 46% 99% 
AccauatJ Plyrhlr 
To Doom (Sm) 
ToOhera 
Dam .* % Id 
hya,. Total 
ah 46 o[Syslexn Ave. 
a.9 3.0 3.0 11 36 6.1 
3.1 22 0.7 0.8 31 33 
74% SM% 81% 59% 59% 54% 
129 M 61 70 167 115 
106% 46% M% 57% 137% 94% 
282 
CAsh (ha) -33 0.9 1.7 -0.4 -1.3 
w -36 10 28 -13 -133 
10.4 10.7 
12.0 98 
?2.j &4 
5.8 63 
12.0 94 
0.4 2.1 
2.8 23 
1.4 
22.4 20.4 - - 
30 38 
66% 83% 
35 26.1 
0.1 27.0 
g A 53 7 
2.1 163 
0.1 27.0 
03 4.1 
22 6.4 
0.9 
g a 
a2 113 
180% 248% 
1.78 1.70 2.66 IA5 
121% llS% fal% 112% 
4A 4.4 3.5 105 
SO 13 127 lab 
6LX 89% 154% 226% 
226 
50.7 
/3.5 
115 
50.1 
3.4 
3.6 
0.2 
73.5 - 
kl 
134% 
1.98 
134% 
113 
123 
150% 
4.2 222 
0.5 31.6 
$J a.8 I 
3.9 14.7 
05 31.6 
2.9 
03 4.6 
r.7 .13.8 
8 47 
la% 103% 
1.07 131 
73% I&?% 
03 7.5 
8 77 
lo% 94% 
3.0 6.9 
0.4 1.S 
88% 82% 
97 ab 
132% 117% 
2-5 35 
05 93 
84% 31% 
82 130 
67% 123% 
-4.1 0.6 -63 
-42 15 -64 
123 11.0 
103 103 
2211 2L,l 
6.8 4.1 
103 IO.3 
35 1.9 
2.1 3.2 
22.(1 jg 
41 63 
90% 186% 
163 249 
124% 162% 
JA 6.9 
108 183 
131% 222% 
1.7 2.1 
1.2 
58% 100% 
64 37 
a796 70% 
1.8 25 
22 
44% loo% 
86 67 
71% 55% 
-1.0 -0.4 
-22 -10 
IKHI ISNAR WARDAICLAlU.4 ICIUJJ IIMI INMAP 
454 4.0 3.9 2.9 s.0 4.1 
23.8 0.3 12.4 0.4 2.0 23 
71.4 $J g&j 2 ltl '&-4 
31.3 2.9 
25.8 05 
3.0 0.1 
2.1 1.8 
Ob 
71.1 .3 
23 60 
50% 132% 
S.1 1.9 
I.6 
123 0.4 
-4.0 0.2 
12 0.7 
0.1 
16.3 - $J 
49 40 
101% 88% 
1.22 1 .b2 
83% 110% 
a3 
71 
86% 
IS 
62 
lS% 
0.71 1.50 
52% 102% 
-12 1.0 
-49 56 
-60% 68% 
6.0 2.1 2.1 1.0 
1.5 03 0.7 0.3 
80%’ 89% IS% 61% 
64 80 103 a0 
87% lOY% 140% 100% 
4.4 2.1 
0.0 1.2 
2.0 1.3 
0.0 0.7 
0.3 06 
?11 ,&j 
14 22 
31% 48% 
1.14 1.52 
17% 103% 
0.6 1.4 
11 43 
21% 52% 
1.2 1.1 
0.6 03 
67% at% 
50 50 
Ml% 68% 
123 23 2.5 1.4 
15.1 0.2 2.1 0.5 
45% 91% 49% 71% 
235 a3 143 101 
193% 68% 119% 03% 
.-19.8 -0.1 -2.4 -0.4 
-111 -3 -42 -21 
25 1.8 
100% 100% 
66 66 
54% 54% 
-0.6 Lo.4 
-16 -16 
1.1 228.9 182.4 116.7 
0.1 2& 210.0 210.7 
r.3 (44.5 3H7.4 .- 
1.1 
0.0 
D.1 
0.0 
155.1 
26 
214.7 
2sb 
40.9 
IfI 
4446 
4 46 
9% IOU% 
121.9 
2J 
210.7 
4.1 
35.9 
11.7 
3H74 A 
45 
irwx 
1.03 
70% 
0.0 
4 
5% 
1.411. 
100% 
* 
736 
62 
loll% 
1.45 
100% 
54d 
66 
iW% 
0.7 506 
0.0 15.4 
95% 11% 
123 74 
167% 100% 
. 43.7 
111.0 
71% 
69 
100% 
0.3 
0% 
82 
67% 
626 
46.8 
57% 
122 
100% 
0.2 
41 
-43.4 
-48 
31)2.4 
124d 
2.0 
21u.o 
11.4 
352 
%2 
1'yLA 
43 
100% 
1.46 
100% 
576 
70 
lW% 
43.5 
19.0 
7046 
7s 
100% 
33.7 
346 
49% 
112 
100% 
-5.8 
-7 
2n.7 
312 
44% 
74 
100% 
-42 
-5 
(all 
ccnlcr 6) 
1992 
‘lOTAL 
1991 
1D’L’AL 
